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Al . J he ^, n0t 0nly had Dillard's picture, they kept the negative. The only extant print 
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s. e then told me that the federales" did not return the other one, the clearest. 

*°, U T qUlte c r ec t, the original shot shows the physical damage. So the question 
really is how come, instead of all the who struck John from Hoover and Shanevf'.lt +wo 
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As tou ponder consider also that of' all the spectro plates the only missing one is 

gues3 which ? The one of the curbstone! Explanation? Probably the FBI needed file/ 

space so they threwi it away. p 



You conjecture that the that the concrete could have been removed and the original 
mark analyzed. While I dftsapee I also not that the traces of metal might have been scraped 
out prior to the patching. I ou also conjecture that the FBI could have stuck to its 
original story. There was none and they could no longer stonewall once Rankin was 
written to by, her name returned, artha Joe Stroud. 



Your next conjecture floors me: "Why would they analyze a mark they knew to be a fake 
and then report that it had a different metallic composition/ than Oswald's hullets?" 
Well, they did "analyse" what they knew to be a fake. And because they controlled all 
the lab work and had a Commission as anxious as they to get it all washed out they did 
not file a report on the spectrographic examination. Instead they have a simple and 
incredible worksheet on which they say that they found a "smear, "as you should recall 
o- an impossible dimension and direction, the composition of which was "lead with a 

trace of antimony." And there is the proof of the pudding in the eating: they got away 
with it; 



"Patching would be superfluous, if not dangerous." Nothing as dangerous as a real 
examination of that mark, which would have shown copper traces because it could not, 
thanks to ,,ewton and his laws, have been a ricochet. This is why they ignored it. I 
could add to this but hope by now there is no need to. 

And, my dear in this case non-Watson, they did get away with it. So of their alter- 
natives they did opt the beat and for them the successful one. 



To now. 



So let us consider, breif, Gemberling*s cat unbagging. 

AFTER Shaneyf elt 1 s examination, ^fter his reporting of bullshit signed by H 00V er 
rather than fact and the relevant, after the FBI ordains "no visible mark," Good Old Gem 
files a report in which he says first that there had been a visible mark and then there 
is no visiblo mark. This means that the FBI knew that the curbstone had been altered. It 
is no longer the only reporting they ever did, despite your factual error, that they 
could not find the right spot because Balias* streets are so spotless. 

v The FBI knew there had been a mark. They knew something had made that mark disappear, 
-nowing this they did not report it to the Commission. AV nowing this they proceeded with 
a fake spectro and then filed a fake commentary on it. 

This is the kind of small thing on which 1 believe major lawsuit and prosecutions 
can turn. (.Yes, we do have it in King, too, given the chance to use it.) 

I don't know how much of all they great number of words will be read by the appeals 
court, beginning with their overworked clerks. But the record is there, and it has not 
been assailed by {he DJ lawyers or the FBI - not in any way. You know the way the system 
wor{js - they don t have to. But I believe that to reasonable people their failure to 
will in time have 'significance. 

And 1 think I can guarantee you that bitter °ohn Pratt will never cut discovery 
ofi again with a litigant like me and tell him he can file affidavits instead of taking 
first-person testimony. 



I vo done this in haste and I'm sorry I had to. But because you are not dull I do 
believe that you are overly tired and I would encourage you to take a least a. long weekend 
away from your work and its pressures. You are getting as forgetful as I and tiiat is not 
good. X 0U also have not addressed the relevant and have conjectured, I think, irrelevantly. 
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